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Current Topics. 


The Conference of the International Law Association. 


Lorp PHILLIMORE gives in The Times of the 18th inst. a very 
interesting summary of the proceedings of the International Law 
Association which has been holding its annual Conference at 
Stockholm. This is the thirty-third of the series. The visitors 
came from seventeen different nations, Great Britain being first 
with forty-eight, Germany second with twenty-eight, and Holland 
sent twenty-one representatives. There were substantial con- 
tributions from the United States, France, Hungary, Poland, 
Denmark, and Norway; while Argentina, Uruguay, Finland, 
Czechoslovakia, Portugal, Austria, Italy, and Russia (the last 
by two exiles) were represented. 


The Subjects Discussed at the Conference. 


THE FULL proceedings of the Conference will not be available 
until the Report of the Conference is published, but the leading 
matters which were discussed were (1) the basis of nationality— 
whether it should be the British principle of the jus soli, or the 
Continental principle of the jus sanguinis ; the jus soli carried the 
day ; (2) the claim of the modern woman to preserve her 
nationality notwithstanding marriage, a claim which Lord 
PaILLimoreE naturally enough regards as foolish, but he says the 
right to be foolish is the right of free people, and the concession 
was made that the wife may choose which nationality she likes ; 
(3) Territorial Waters, and the extent to which freedom of 
navigation should be allowed, but the alternative schemes on 
this matter were referred to a committee ; incidentally the 
Conference supported the English and French representative 
speakers in repudiating the smuggling of liquor into the United 
States in breach of the national Prohibition Law ; (4) an Inter- 
national Criminal Court, as to which Dr. BELLot had drafted a 
statute in pursuance of the direction given by the Buenos Aires 
Conference in 1922, but practical difficulties emerged, and the 
subject was remitted to a committee for further consideration. 
Other matters were Aerial Navigation, the Enforcement of 
Foreign Judgments, and the Codification of International Law ; 
and the Maritime Law Section, under the presidency of Sir 
Norman Hit, carried further the work of amending and extending 
the York-Antwerp Rules as to General Average. We are glad 
to notice that a resolution was passed condemning as barbarous 
the confiscation of private property—aimed, we presume, at the 
“Treaty Charge” which our courts have had the unwelcome 
task of enforcing, and which ought never to have stained the 
Peace Treaties, 
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Lawyers in Government Departments. 

THE CURRENT number of The Journal of Public Administration, 
fol. II, No. 3, July, which is issued quarterly by the Institute 
of Public Administration, contains a very interesting article by 
Sir ALExaANDER W. Lawrence, Assistant-Solicitor to the 
Treasury, on “The Use and Abuse of Law and Lawyers in 
Administration.” When things are going smoothly, there is no 
need in Public Departments, any more than in private life, to 
scrutinize too closely the legal aspect of transactions. “In the 
ordinary intercourse of life, and even in the ordinary intercourse 
of business, people wish to understand each other,” says Sir 
ALEXANDER LAWRENCE, and they have no difficulty in doing so. 
“ But in many business transactions, and in all attempts to 
enforce laws and regulations upon the public, it is necessary to 
express what is needed in terms which, under the microscope 
of skilled and hostile criticism, will prove to have one meaning 
and no other, for despite all appearance to the contrary a large 
part of the lawyer’s time is spent in trying to frame sentences 
with only one meaning.” The Home Office story, which Sir 
ALEXANDER tells, of the patient who objected to the direction 
“One pill to be taken three times a day,” because a pill once 
taken could not be taken again, is no doubt an extreme instance, 
though it is said that the Home Office, to whom the doctor 
applied for assistance, and the Education Office to whom the 
question was referred, were unable to frame a direction which 
would at once satisfy the patient and go on a pill box. But the 
story shows the gist of the matter. It is the business of the 
lawyer to frame instruments—if he can—so that there shall be 
no possible doubt as to their meaning, and when events show 
that he has failed in this preliminary task, then it is his office to 
get the Department out of the resulting difficulty. But outside 
the legal aspects of affairs, there are questions of policy, and it 
is the object of Sir ALExanpER’s article to distinguish the 
functions of the adviser on policy and the adviser on law, and 
also to explain the qualities in a lawyer which are specially 
desirable in a Government Department. 


The Diverse Functions of Lawyers. 

THis 18 an inquiry into which we cannot follow Sir ALEXANDER 
LawWRENce within our present limits. Perhaps we shall have an 
opportunity for treating the matter more fully, though it would 
be better for those who are interested to read the article for 
themselves. Sir ALEXANDER has inside knowledge of the require- 
ments of a public department which we do not possess. But 
he prefaces the inquiry with an interesting sketch of the diverse 
qualifications of lawyers outside administrative functions, 
according as they fill the réle of judge, advocate or adviser. 
There is a tendency with the general public—perhaps it is not 
absent from the present article—to exalt the functions of the 
judge and the advocate at the expense of the adviser. In the 
last resource, no doubt, it is the former classes who come into 
prominence ; but the main object of lawyers is not litigation, but 
the prevention of litigation, and the function of the lawyer is 
chiefly that of adviser, including all branches of conveyancing. 
Roughly, the above division corresponds to that of judge, barrister 
and solicitor, but only very roughly, for the barrister, though he 
has the monopoly of certain kinds of advocacy, has as wide or 
even wider scope for his special abilities as adviser, and the 
solicitor may, within limite, be advocate as well as adviser. The 
singular thing is that the firet class—judges, whether High Court, 
(County Court, Police Magistrates, or Kecorders—are recruited 
only from barristers, although, as Sir ALexasvern Lawrence 
suggests, the minor ports, at any rate, might in some cases be 
better filled by slicitore, He adds: “In England, however, 
tradition lives long, and solicitors were once a less competent 
class than are nowadays.” In general, a Government 
Department has to go to outside counsel for advocacy just like 
@ private client, and necessarily so, in order to get cases properly 
cmt in cvart, lor this can be done only by advocates who 
hive im the atmosphere of the courte, Putting aside the special 
vem Whe call for forensic oratory, the smooth transaction 
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of business in court depends very largely on the confidence which 
exists between judges and the counsel who practise before them, 
And even for work inside the Department it is essential to have 
a lawyer who has a living contact with the law. “ No adviser 
in law,” says Sir ALEXANDER LAWRENCE, “is so dangerous as 
one who has been a lawyer and is no longer engaged upon it.” 
And he draws the line somewhat severely between the qualities 
of the lawyer and the functions of the adviser on questions of 
policy. “It is rare,” he says, “ that a man whose life has been 
spent in the law is well equipped for the final decision on 
administrative matters.” This is perhaps too sweeping a 
generalization, but it indicates that the article furnishes plenty 
of food for reflection. 


Rent Restriction and the Clyde Evictions. 


Decisions OF THE Law Courts sometimes have very far- 
reaching effects not anticipated by the judges who deliver their 
judgments, as their plain duty is in accordance with their opinion 
of the legal situation. The series of anti-trade union decisions 
known as the Tarr VALE line of cases had at least three results : 
first, it destroyed the immunity from process which the trade 
unions had previously enjoyed in practice, although not legally 
entitled thereto if the view of the law taken by the majority of 
the House of Lords was correct ; secondly, it led to legislative 
enactments conferring on trade unions a much completer 
immunity than they had ever previously claimed ; and, thirdly, 
it led the trade unions to take a momentous step in our political 
history, namely, the foundation and trade union support of the 
Official Labour Party. In the same way the notorious case of Kerr 
v. Bryde of 1922, reported 1923, A.C. 16, has had two indirect 
effects in addition to its direct effect. The direct effect of the 
decision, of course, was to invalidate increases of rent in the case 
of rent-restricted dwelling-houses where a statutory notice to 
quit had not been given. The primary indirect effect was the 
restoration of the view of the law previously taken by Scots 
lawyers by the Rent Restriction (Notice of Increases) Act, 1923; 
but this enactment gave to landlords only a limited power to 
recover arrears of the addition to pre-war rent, and in practice 
it has not proved possible to collect this. But the secondary 
indirect effect has been much greater. The decision, the grounds 
of which were naturally not understood by the populace, led 
large numbers of Clydeside working men to believe that all 
additions to pre-war rent are illegal and had been so declared by 
the House of Lords, only to be overruled by an Act of Parliament. 
This intelligible, if wrong-headed, misconception of the situation 
led them to organise a strike to refuse payment of those additions 
to pre-war rentals. Of course, the payments actually made were 
appropriated by the Scots “ factors ” (Anglicé, estate agents) to 
the earliest arrears in accordance with the “ Rule in Clayton's 
Case.” This led the tenants to refuse, in many cases, payment 
of rents altogether. The result is a very difficult situation which 
it will clearly take all the resources of ministerial diplomacy to 
settle without disaster. 


Tacit Relocation and Implied Tenancies. 


Tue wHoe difficulty in Kerr v. Bryde, of course, arose owing 
to the different standpoint from which a continuing tenancy is 
viewed in Scotland and in England: the English view of the 
situation was accepted, for the sake of uniformity in the inter- 
pretation of the Rent Restriction Acts, by the Scots judges as 
well as the English Law Lords. The point is an instructive one ; 
it is this: In England a tenancy, unless entered into for a fixed 
period, is deemed to be a tenancy at will, and is either a tenancy 
from year to year—which is simply @ specially important kind 
of tenancy at will, subject to the condition that it can only be 
terminated at the anniversaries of its creation and by a six 
months’ notice then expiring—or else a weekly, monthly oF 
quarterly tenancy, ete., according to the agreed length of notice. 
Since # tenancy at will is a continuing interest in the 








land—a “ growing interest” is the technical term—it does not 
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expire and re-commence anew at the end of the year, quarter, 
month or week, as the case may be ; it continues without inter- 
ruption for an indefinite period unless and until it is terminated. 
Hence in England the ordinary tenancy of a dwelling-house, 
being one of those four specified kinds of tenancy at will, is not 
terminated until there has been a “ notice to quit’; hence the 
necessity of the latter in strict logic in order to bring into existence 
the new statutory tenancy. But the Scots principle is somewhat 
different ; at least it is so at Common Law, although somewhat 
modified by various Scots statutes. In Scotland a tenancy from 
year to year or for a quarter, month, or week, terminates of its 
own nature at the expiry of the year, quarter, month or week, 
as the case may be. The tenancy, however, unless there has 
been a notice to quit as required by certain Scots Acts of 
Parliament, is renewed automatically—provided the tenant 
remains in possession—and a new tenancy of exactly the same 
kind for a period of similar duration springs into existence 
immediately on its termination. This is the doctrine of “tacit 
relocation,” literally “implied re-letting.” It has practically the 
same effect as the English tenancy from year to year, but in 
theory it is quite different: the English tenancy is one tenancy 
only which continues ; the Scots tenancy is a succession of distinct 
tenancies. Obviously the legal necessity of a “notice to quit” 
in such cases, as a condition precedent to the existence of a 
statutory tenancy, is not so obvious as in England. Hence Scots 
lawyers generally assumed that no notice to quit was necessary 
before rents were increased. The overruling of this generally- 
held view has led to all the subsequent trouble. 


Exemptions under the new Vaccination Order. 


A soOMEWHAT different procedure for obtaining exemption from 
vaccination is provided under the new Vaccination Order, ante 
p. 919, and a new Form of Declaration is provided, which is 
contained in s. 8 of the Schedule to the Order. Under s. 29 
of the Vaccination Act, 1867, every parent or person having 
the custody of a child who neglects to cause it to be vaccinated, 
or after vaccination to be inspected, and does not render a 
reasonable excuse for his neglect, is guilty of an offence 
and is liable to a penalty not exceeding twenty shillings. Those 
only will be exempt from any penalty under that section or 
under s. 31 of the Vaccination Act, 1867, who, within four months 
from the birth of the child, make a statutory declaration (which 
will be exempt from stamp duty), that they conscientiously 
believe that vaccination would be prejudicial to the health of 
the child, and, within seven days thereafter, deliver or send by 

t the declaration to the vaccination officer for the district. 
This declaration may be made before a solicitor who is a com- 
missioner for oaths. It may also be made before a justice of the 
peace or before any other officer authorised to receive a statutory 
declaration. The declaration must be made in the following 
form or in a form to the like effect: ‘I [name], of [place], in 
the parish of [ ], in the county of [ ] being the 
parent [or person having the custody] of a child named [name of 
child], who was born on the [ ]day of{ ],19 , do hereby 
solemnly and sincerely declare that I conscientiously believe 
that vaccination would be prejudicial to the health of the child, 
and I make this solemn declaration conscientiously believing the 
same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of the Statutory 
Declarations Act, 1835.” 


The House Building Enquiry. 

BeroreE PARLIAMENT adjourned the Government accepted 
a motion in the House of Lords for an inquiry into the various 
alternative methods of house building, and the Minister of Health 
has accordingly set up a Committee with the following terms 
of reference: “To inquire and report as to new materials or 
methods of construction which are or may be available for the 
building of houses for the working classes and to make recom- 
mendations as to the organisation required for securing the 
adoption and use of approved new materials or methods by local 
authorities and other bodies or persons providing such houses,” 
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There are at present five methods of building houses which have 
been adopted in Great Britain: (1) Bricks laid by hand; (2) 
Stone hewed into blocks and laid on by a crane or other mechanical 
plant ; (3) Steel frames surrounded by a casing of concrete ; 
(4) Wooden buildings manufactured in pieces, sent by rail to the 
building site and assembled by hand ; and (5) Frames of brick 
or stone or patent building materials constructed ia the factory 
by mass production, sent by rail or motor to the site, and there 
assembled with the assistance of machinery. The fourth method 
may be ruled out except in rural areas, since in towns and villages 
the local building bye-laws practically invariably rule out the 
erection of wooden dwelling-houses, partly because of the danger 
of fire, partly because of the danger to health in cold weather, 
and partly because of the encouragement to insect pests and the 
propagation of diseases which result from wood structures unless 
habitually disinfected—a matter of difficulty and expense. 
The use of stone is practically confined to Scotland, Wales, and a 
few quarry districts in England. Concrete or patent materials 
put together by mass production in factories, and assembled on 
the site by machinery, seem the only sources of cheap production 
available, but it is doubtful how far the conservative working 
man or his womenfolk will consent to inhabit houses thus 
constructed. 


The Disqualification of Borough Councillors. 

OUR ATTENTION has been called to an inaccuracy last week, 
ante, p. 933, in our reference to the decision of the late Mr. Justice 
BalLnacueE in Lapish v. Braithwaite, 30 T.L.R. 857. The share- 
holders of a company were spoken of as being its creditors. This, 
of course, is not so. It is hardly necessary to say that the 
distinction between the shareholders and the creditors is funda- 
mental in company law, accountancy and practice. We believe 
it has been intimated that there is to be an appeal against the 
decision, so it is needless to say anything further about it at 
present. We noticed the decision, ante, p. 895. 








Mistake in Connection with Contracts 


for the Sale of Land. 


¥ 
(Continued from p. 934). 


5. Further, as to tt being necessary that the mistake must be 
in @ material matter affecting the subject of the contract —Referring 
back to the general doctrine laid down by Prof. Bait, and 
referred to by Lord Watson with approval in Stewart v. 
Kennedy, 1890, 15 App. Cas. 108, that the mistake, to be sufficient 
to invalidate the consent given to a contract, must be in relation 
to one of the five matters mentioned by him—that is, in plain 
words, that a vendor or a purchaser will be held to his contract 
unless the mistake is in one of these five matters—it may be useful 
to discuss these matters separately, see ante p. S96. It was 
thought best to postpone this until the ground had been prepared 
by a consideration of the subjects already dealt with, 

Taking No. 1 of such matters, namely, “ the subject matter of 
the contract,” this means some matter affecting the thing sold and 
bought. At law a contract is broken if the exact quantity of land 
promised thereby is not forthcoming. In equity, however, in the 
case of a small mistake innocently made by the vendor in the 
description of the property sold, the court would decree bim 
specific performance subject to the payment of compensation for 
the deficiency to the purchaser: Re Arneld, 1880, 14 Ch. D. 270, 
But if the error is substantial, a court of equity will net 
generally compel the purchaser to complete: dlvaaley ¥. 
Kinnaird, 1849, 2 Mac, & G. 1. 

On the other hand, if it is the purchaser who wants te complete 
and the vendor prefers reseission—if the mistake of the vender 
was only in respect of a small part of the whole and compensatien 
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can be calculated and no great harm will be done to the vendor, 
the court will grant specific performance to the purchaser and allow 
him compensation for the deficiency: M’Kenzie v. Hesketh, 
L.R. 7 Ch. 675. If, however, the mistake of the vendor is of a sub- 
stantial nature, and it would be a great hardship on him to compel 
him to perform his contract, the court may, under its special 
discretion, refuse the purchaser specific performance and leave 
him to his remedy at law: Tamplin v. James, 1879, 15 Ch. D 215. 

North v. Percival, 1898, 2 Ch. 128, was an application by a 
purchaser for the specific performance of a contract, and one 
of the defences was that a mutual mistake had been made by 
both parties and that consequently there was no contract. In 
his judgment Mr. Justice Kexewicn said, “‘ Mr. North says he 
bought, not 52 acres less 10, but 36 acres. The vendors thought 
they were only to get back 10 acres and that there were only 
46 acres in the whole. It now turns out that Mr. North will get 
just what he intended to get—namely, 36 acres. The vendors 
will retain more than they intended to retain. They agreed 
to sell 36 acres and thought they would only retain 10, and they 
complain bitterly that, instead of having 10 acres they will 
have 16. It seems a strange sort of complaint, but it does 
not seem to me to be a mistake which goes to the root of the 
contract ; it may be to the disadvantage of the purchaser, but 
it really does not touch the substance of the contract.” 

No. 2 of Professor Bett’s essential matters, “the persons 
undertaking or to whom it is undertaken,” refers to the case 
where a person has entered into a contract under a mistaken 
idea as to the personality of the other party to the contract. 
Applying the principles which we have been considering in the 
course of these articles to this case, the rule will be found to be 
that if the mistake is of such importance to the party mistaken 
that, if he had known the true personality of the other party 
he would not have entered into the contract at all, and, in addition, 
he had been induced by some misrepresentation (although made 
innocently) either of the other party to the contract or of some 
third party, then his want of true consent would prevent the 
contract coming into existence. But if the mistake had been 
wholly on his part, and not in any way induced by the other 
party, or by any third party, he would be estopped from denying 
his signature. On the other hand, where the identity or person- 
ality of the other party was not material, then this question 
would not, in the absence of fraud, affect the transaction at all. 

There can be no question that the identity of the person may 
be an important element in a sale in such cases as where the 
solvency of the purchaser is the chief motive which influences 
the assent of the vendor; or when the purchaser buys from one 
whom he supposes to be his debtor and against whom he would 
have a right to set off the price or a portion thereof: See 
“ Benjamin on Sales,” 2nd ed., p. 46; but, as we have seen, 
there must be something more than this to give rise to a cause 
of action. For instance, where A, acting in good faith, went 
to the owner of land and offered to buy his land, and such owner 
supposing by mistake that he was B, entered into a contract 
with him for the sale of the land. Although in such a case the 
vendor's mind did not go with his pen, and therefore there was 
no true assent, yet as the purchaser did nothing to induce the 
belief in the mind of the vendor which was the cause of the 
mistake, and was not even aware that the vendor contracted 
with him under the impression that he was B, then the vendor 
would be estopped from showing his real intention, and would 
be bound by the contract : See Williams’ “ Vendor and Purchaser,” 
Sed ed., vol. IL, p. 70. In Archer v. Stone, 1898, 78 L.T. 34, 
a map called Smith wished to buy some property which belonged 
to @ map called Stone, but Smith had done something to offend 
Stone, and he refused to sell it to him. Smith then bethought 
himself to get « man called Archer to try and buy the property 
with a view of afterwards getting it transferred to hismself. 
Archer accordingly approached Btone and arranged to buy 
the property. But before the contract was entered into, Stone, 
becoming suspreious, distinctly asked Archer whether he was 
buying the property for Bmith, and Archer replied that he 
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was not. In the action for specific performance by Archer, 
the action was dismissed with costs. Mr. Justice NorTH said 
that if a man tells a lie relating to any part of the contract or 
its subject matter, which induced another person to contract 
to deal with his property in a way which he would not do if he 
knew the truth, the man who tells the lie cannot enforce his 
contract. Contrast the above case with the facts in Nash v. 
Diz, 1898, 78 L.T. 446. There, the trustees of a Congregational 
Chapel, put up a chapel for sale by public auction, but it was 
not sold, and after the sale one, C, made an offer for the building, 
but the trustees declined to accept it on the ground that it was 
made on behalf of a committee of Roman Catholics, who intended 
to use the building as a Roman Catholic place of worship. The 
committee then told the plaintiff, who was the manager of a 
mineral water company, that if he could get the property, that 
they would buy it from him at £100 profit. The plaintiff bought 
the chapel. The trustees refused to proceed when they found 
out the facts. During the negotiations no direct statement 
was made that the plaintiff was buying the property for his 
company, but it was admitted that the trustees thought that 
he was, and that the plaintiff knew this. Mr. Justice Norra 
granted specific performance on the ground that any misrepres- 
entation as to the plaintiff purchasing for his company was 
immaterial, because the trustees did not care whether they 
sold to the company or to the plaintiff. It is submitted that 
this decision was wrong on the ground that the peipt was not 
that the trustees did not care whether they sold to the plaintiff 
or to the company, but that the implied misrepresentation 
that he was buying for his company amounted to a false rep- 
resentation that he was not buying to sell again to the Roman 
Catholic committee. 

The third of Professor Betu’s “ essentials ” is “ the price or 
consideration for the property sold.” A mistake in the price 
must always vitally affect the subject-matter of the contract, 
and the position of the parties to the contract will be the same 
as in any other of the five matters, namely, that where the 
mistake is common to both parties there will be no contract, and 
that where the mistake is on the part of one only of the parties, 
he will be held to his bargain unless the mistake was caused or 
induced by the other party, or unless the court, in the exercise 
of its very special discretion, should consider it a sufficiently hard 
case to grant relief. 

The fourth “ essential” matter is “the quality of the thing 
engaged for, if expressly or tacitly essential.” The words, “if 
expressly or tacitly essential ” are the key-word» to this particular 
“essential.” For unless the bargain was that the property had 
some particular quality : for instance, that the drains of the house 
were in good order, or that the land could be used for building 
purposes: the mere quality of the thing purchased would not be 
considered as materially affecting the subject-matter of the 
contract. For, as we have seen under the heading of “ the 
silence of the vendor,” there is no implied warranty on the sale 
of land that it is fit for any purpose: Cheater v. Cater, 1918, 
1 K.B. 247. 

But care should be taken to note the distinction between 
warranty as to quality and warranty as to title. For in conse 
quence of there being no implied warranty of quality in a contract, 
no disclosure is called for. But there is in every contract an 
implied warranty of title, and in consequence of this a vendor is 
bound to disclose all facts to his knowledge material to the title 
to the property sold; Nottingham Brick & Tile Co, v. Buller, 
1886, 16 Q.B.D. 778. But it is possible fos a defect of quality 
to be also a breach of warranty of title. For instance, the 
existence of an underground culvert or an existing right of way 
materially interfering with the enjoyment of the property sold 
would really be a breach of warranty of title and would be a good 
ground for objecting to the title : Re Puckett and Smith's Contrada, 
1902, 2 Ch. 258. This brings in the whole law as regards patent 
and latent defects, but it is not proposed to discuss the same here. 

The fifth and the last of Professor Bext’s “ essential” matters 
concerns mistake as to “ the nature of the contract or agreement 
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supposed to be entered into.” That is to say, if a man thought 
he was signing a contract for the sale of his land when in fact 
he was signing a mortgage, he would clearly be under a mistake 
as to the nature and character of the document he had signed. 
It would be almost impossible for the circumstances to be such 
that he could do such a thing by his own pure mistake unaided 
or uninfluenced by anyone else ; but if such a case ever did happen 
the person signing would be held to his bargain, under the 
principles already explained. But where a man has been induced 
to sign a contract by a fraudulent or even by an innocent mis- 
representation which had the effect of making him believe that 
he was signing a document of an entirely different nature and 
character, then, unless he was estopped by law from denying his 
signature, such signature would not be his, as his mind did not 
go with it, and consequently the contract signed by him would 
be absolutely void : National Provincial Bank v. Jackson, 1886, 
33Ch. D. 10; Bagot v. Chapman, 1905, 2 Ch. 222. It is therefore 
important to consider when a man would be so “ estopped.” 
To estop a man who had signed a contract under such circum- 
stances as the above from denying his signature, it would have 
to be shown not only that he was negligent but that he owed a 
duty to the other party to use reasonable care. The case deciding 
this is Carlisle, &c., Banking Co. v. Bragg, 1911, 1 K.B. 489. 
In that case it was decided that the question as to whether or 
not the person signing was negligent in not satisfying himself as 
to the nature of the document he was asked to sign was immateria! 
unless it could be shown that the party signing was under some 
duty to the other party to the contract, and, as in that case it 
was the bank who were affected, and as the party signing was 
under no duty to them to be careful, his admitted negligence 
did not prevent the document being void. 

But the mere fact that a man was induced by the fraud of 
another to sign a contract (not going to the length of inducing 
him to think that he was signing quite a different kind of docu- 
ment as mentioned above) would not make the document void 
but only voidable, that is to say, the contract would remain good 
until the deluded party elected, if ever, to treat it as void, or the 
executory nature ot the contract came to an end by the execution 
of the conveyance of the property under its terms, or possibly 
merely by the payment of the purchase money. One result of 
the contract being only voidable and not void would be that a 
person buying from the purchaser the benefit of his contract 
would, so long as the contract remained executory and uncom- 
pleted, take subject to the equities affecting the same, that is to 
say, if after the sub-purchase the vendor elected to make the 
contract void, the sub-purchaser would have purchased a void 
contract, notwithstanding that he had given valuable consideration 
and had purchased without notice of the vendor’s overhanging 
power of election: See Williams’ “ Vendor and Purchaser,” 3rd ed., 
pp. 749, 750. 

If a man finds out after signing a contract which he has not 
read or understood, that it contains different terms to what he 
thought it did, he cannot, in the absence of fraud or misrepre- 
sentation, avoid the contract. In such a case he would only 
have himself to blame for his own carelessness. For when a man 
knows that he is contracting for the sale of his property, but 
does not ask what is the precise effect of the document, and has 
such confidence in his solicitor as to sign the contract in ignorance 
of its contents, then such contract is good and he will be bound 
thereby, and he will not be allowed to plead his mistake : Hunter 
v. Walters, 1872, L.R. 7 Ch. 75 ; Howatson v. Webb, 1908, 1 Ch. 1. 


(To be continued.) 


At Southwark ag Court on the 2nd inst, the retirement 


Was announced of Mr. Kk. Schofield, for fifty years chief clerk 
of the court. Under the new regulations of the Lord Chancellor's 
Department, which is now taking over the administration of the 
county courta, Mr. Schofleld, who is seventy-two years of age, 
Ntires under the age limit. During his long period of office 

was clerk to Judges Whitmore, Stoner, Holroyd, Bristow, 
Addison, Willis, and the present judge, Sir Thomas Granger. 
Mr. Schofield is succeeded by Mr. A. N. Lane, 
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Trial by Jury; 


and the Abolition of de medietate lingue by s. 5 
of the Naturalization Act, 1870. 


A RECENT criminal cause célébre (the Byfleet murder), where a 
Frenchman, admittedly entirely ignorant of our language, was 
convicted of murder, and a distinguished French advocate appears 
to have protested against the disability the accused laboured 
under on account of that deficiency, recalls the fact that the 
jury system, as understood for seven centuries in England, 
provided an effective remedy for an accused person’s ignorance 
of. English. According to Blackstone (Comm. 3, 360), this 
privilege de medietate .linguew, of having a jury one-half aliens 
and the other half denizens, goes back tothe time of King Ethelred, 
and was a distinct and irreducible element of the jury system. 
It was used in civil as well as criminal proceedings, and had to be 
applied for by the alien, but, as Professor Thayer observes, 
originally an accused person had in all cases to ask for a jury. 
The jury de medietate lingue seems to have been first established 
by statute by 28 Edw. 3, c. 13, s. 2 (Hawkins, P.C., vol. 2, book 2, 
chap. 43, p. 578). No doubt as regards civil cases the privilege 
was abridged, so long ago as 1729, by the 3 Geo. 2, c. 25, but it 
was not abolished in criminal cases till 1870, on the passing of 
the Naturalization Act, 1870, s. 5. To employ an expression of 
Pitt, it passes the wit of man to see why the jury de medietate 
should ever have been abolished, and it is impossible not to 
regard its abolition as a grievous defacement of * the palladium 
of British justice,’”’ as the jury system was once described by 
Sir James Park. Now that an accused person can give evidence, 
the high expediency of the abrogated right is more than ever 
apparent—the pity of it! It is curious to note, though it does 
not seem to have been noted at the time, that a jury de medietate 
lingue might have been the means of averting what on all sides 
has been regarded as the remediless miscarriage of justice in the 
case of Mr. Adolf Beck. There can be no doubt that Beck was 
almost entirely ignorant of our language; the fact is pitifully and 
obviously apparent in every one of the fifteen petitions he 
addressed to the Home Secretary (Parl. Pap. 1904, Cmd. 2315, 
App. 277-281). An accused person who does not understand 
English seems to labour under every disadvantage, being neither 
able to instruct nor understand his professional advisers to begin 
with, apart from his terrible disadvantage in giving evidence. 
The writer has heard an alien, capitally charged, whocould only reply 
in broken English, undergo cross-examination, without even the 
aid of an interpreter. It is submitted that, on every ground, 
the jury de medietate lingue should be restored in criminal cases. 
This seems even as important a rehabilitation of trial by jury 
as conferring on the Court of Criminal Appeal the power of 
ordering a new trial ; which has been urgently recommended by 
the court itself in many gases. The Parliamentary Commission 
which reported on Jury Law and Practice in 1913 observed : 
‘** We believe that as regards the trial of all criminal cases a jury 
is acknowledged everywhere to be for many reasons the tribunal 
most suitable for determining any question of a prisoner's guilt 
or innocence ” (Parl. Pap. 1913, Cmd. 6817, p. 28). 

Blackstone describes trial by jury as “a constitution that has, 
under providence, secured the just liberties of this nation for a 
long succession of ages,’’ and considers that Rome, Sparta, and 
Carthage perished because those States were strangers to trial 
by jury (ibid. supra, p. 379). 

In the debates on Criminal Appeal in 1906, in the House of 
Lords, Lord Alverstone described trial by jury as “ the bed-rock 
and foundation * of all our criminal procedure whose certainty, 
expedition, and justice had been the admiration of jurists of all 
civilized nations.*. Lord Darling observed in the Court of 
Criminal Appeal that trial by jury is “ in this country a privilege 
of great worth to everybody.”* Besides the references to trial 
by jury made by Erskine with his unrivalled eloquence, the most 
eloquent apotheosis of this tribunal seems to met with in 
Sir James Mackintosh’s defence of Pettier in 1803, when he urged 
that a jury was as inviolate as the country itself. This speech 
wrung a tribute even from the stern and unbending Lord 
Ellenborough, C.J., who observed that it was delivered with “ an 
eloquence almost unparalleled"; and Sir James Stephen is 

robably referring to it when, in his History of the Criminal Law, 
e remarks that the speeches of Sir James Mackintosh “ rad 
better ’? even than those of Erskine. 

Blackstone observes that while open attacks on trial by jury 
may not be made, it may be undermined by setting up new an 
arbitrary methods of trial, by justices of the peace and in other 
ways. Many modern criminal statutes have indubitably 
extended summary jurisdiction to indictable offences, and many 


. See Sidley and Watson's Criminal Evidence Act, 1998, where all these cases are 
collected, p. 24. 

: Parl, Rop, 23rd May, 1906, 

. Colclough; 2 Cr, App. BR. 84 (1000) 

~ 4& Comm, 343. 
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judgments in the Court of Criminal Appeal fully support the 
conclusion that the abolition of new trials in criminal cases by 
s. 20 (1) of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, tends towards the 
great danger of substituting trial by judges for trial by jury. 
But in another direction, trial by jury seems to have sustained 
as great injury by the abolition of the jury de medietate lingue, 
an element of the jury system that seems actually coeval with it. 

Baron Alderson once observed that a single circumstance may 
destroy the hypothesis of guilt,5 but a passage in Stephen's 
History of the Criminal Law shows that ignorant prisoners (not 
aliens) are often quite incapable of effectively pointing out a 
decisive circumstance of this kind.‘ But it might be quite 
impossible for an alien to do so unless half the jury were com- 
patriots, when he might attract their attention by some observa- 
tion they understood. A circumstance that indicates the high 
inexpediency of the abolition of the jury de medietate lingue is 
that in the debates on the now repealed Aliens Act of 1905, the 
Home Secretary stated that great complaints had been made to 
him by the judges because of the extra work that had been 
thrown upon them by having to try great numbers of aliens. 
But if half the jury were aliens they would indubitably be able 
to assist a judge in trying a compatriot. 

By existing jury law an alien cannot sit on a criminal jury 
unless domiciled in England or Wales for ten years or upwards: 
see s. 8 of the Juries Act, 1870. 

One reason (though not a sufficient one) for the abolition of 
the jury de medietate lingue may be that aliens put upon their 
trial often refused the privilege and preferred to be tried by an 
English jury. This happened in the case of Bernard, indicted 
as accessory before the fact to the murder of a soldier in Paris, 
arising out of the “ attentat’’ against the life of the Emperor 
Napoleon III in the Rue Lepelletier, in 1858 (Ann. Reg. 1858, 
Law Cases, etc., p. 311). Again the eight pirates who were tried 
at the Old Bailey before Baron Bramwell and a jury on 4th 
February 1864 (“The Flowery Land” Case), refused a jury 
de medietate, but they were sailors of the lowest type (coolies), 
little likely to be aware of their constitutional rights. Five of 
them were afterwards publicly executed at the Debtor’s Door 
outside Newgate. It was said that so great a number of convicts 
had not been simultaneously executed since the execution of 
Thistlewood and the Cato Street conspirators in 1820. But 
in 1856, three Italian sailors charged at Winchester Assizes with 
murder and piracy in the Bosphorus, availed themselves of the 
privilege of a jury de medietate lingue (R. v. Legava, Petrisi, and 
Barbaa!lo). 

5. Rex ec. Hodge (1835), 2 Lewin, 227. 

6. 1 Hist. Cr. Law, p 443. 











Reviews. 


Maritime Law. 

Magine Poticiges. By WituiamM Henry Evpripoe, B.A., of 
Grays Inn, Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition by Harry 
ATKINS, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth 
and Co. 25s. net. 

The first edition of Eldridge on Marine Policies came out at 
the same date as the last Marine Insurance Act, and consequently 
the terms of the statute did not receive fuli textual prominence. 
That drawback is remedied in the present edition, which has the 
great merit of treating without undue length a subject which 
covers a very extensive field. A selection of model clauses for 
marine policies is printed in the Appendix, and generally the work 
is of an eminently practical character. The York-Antwerp Rules, 
recently the subject of discussion at the Stockholm Conference, are 
printed in Appendix C, but do not seem to be discussed at 
length in any part of the text, nor are they referred to in the 
Index. We think this little book should prove most useful to 
the Commercial Court practitioner. 


Workmen’s Compensation. 


BorrenwortTn’s Woukues’s Comrensation Cases. Vols. 15 
and 16 (New Series). Edited by His Honour Judge Kugaa, 
KC... and EoGan Dace and W. R. Howanp, Barristers-at- 
law. Butterworth & Co. Hach 17s. 6d. net. 


The uniform excellence of Butterworth’s Reporta, officially 
Cited a8 BW CL., is now so generally recognised that we need 
nit take up space with compliments which may be taken as a 
matter A course in the case of this series. The matter of chief 
interest. to the reader and reviewer alike in the importance of the 
cams reported in each of these volumes. Both volumes contain 
weveral frequently discussed decisions, more especially among 
the House of Lords cases. 
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In Vol. 15 there are four interesting cases in the final Tribung 
of Appeal which deal with the troublesome question, noy 
practically covered by amending legislation, as to whether or ng 
an accident ‘‘ arises out of the employment ”’ if it is proved tj 
have resulted from irregular conduct of the workman. } 
Coltness Iron Co. Ltd. v. Baillie, p. 25, where a miner approach 
the working face of the mine after a shot had been fired withoy 
waiting the time directed by the Regulations, and in Estler Bro, 
v. Phillips, p. 291, where a workman was injured while oiling 
machinery in motion contrary to prohibition, it was held thai 
those forms of misconduct did not add an additional element 9 
danger to the employment, but were mere disobedience @ 
negligence, and therefore did not prevent the accident from 
‘* arising out of the employment.’’ In Costello’s Case, p. 19, o 
the other hand, where an expert shot-firer disobeyed the Coal 
Mines Order as regards his especial duty of shot-firing, and 
Scrimgeour’s Case, p. 77, where a seaman returning to shi 
intoxicated fell from the boarding ladder and was drowned, it 
was held that the accident did not ‘* arise out of the employment,” 
but out of the wanton additional risk taken by the workmen in 
each case. 

In Vol. 16 perhaps the most important case is that of Russell 
v. Rudd, p. 358, where the House of Lords reversed a strong 
Court of Appeal. Here there was an agreement for a lump sum 
settlement although there had not been any arbitration fixing 
the amount of the weekly payment. This was held to be “ ap 
agreement for the redemption of a weekly payment ”’ within the 
meaning of Sched. I (17), but an agreement for a lump sum 
settlement in substitution for the provisions of the Act is an 
attempt to contract out of the Act and is therefore void under 
s.3 (1). The distinetion between those two forms of agreement 
prior to arbitration is obviously a fine one, and it will not always 
be easy to say whether an agreement is an ‘‘ agreed redemption” 
or a ‘‘ substituted agreement.’’ The decision leaves a great deal 
to the point of view of the judge. 








Books of the Week. 


The English and Empire Digest. 
Butterworth & Co. 


Digest. Vols. IX and X, 


Companies. 








New Orders, &c. 


Board of Trade. 
THE GERMAN REPARATION (RECOVERY) No. 4 ORDER, 
1924. 


The Board of Trade, in pursuance of the powers conferred 
upon them by Section 5 of the German Reparation (Recovery) 
Act, 1921, and of all other powers enabling them in that behalf, 
upon the recommendation of a Committee constituted under 
Section 5 of the said Act hereby make the following Order :— 

1. This Order may be cited as ‘‘ The German Reparation 
(Recovery) No. 4 Order, 1924.” 

2. Any article of the following description shall be exem 
from the provisions of the said Act, that is to say, any arti 
imported into Great Britain or Northern Ireland on or after the 
9th day of September, 1924, in respect of which it is proved to 
the satisfaction of the Commissioners of Customs and Excise 
that— 

(a) the proportion of the value of the said article payable 
under the said Act to the said Commissioners does not ex 
10s., and 

(b) the said article is not included in the same consignment 
or order with other goods of such value that the sum payable 
to the said Commissioners under the said Act in respect of all 
goods so included exceeds 10s. 

3. The German Reparation (Recovery) No. 2 Order, 1924, 
is hereby revoked so far as it relates to goods imported on of 
after the 9th day of September, 1924. 

H. Fountain, 


An istant Secretary, 
oard of Trade. 
8th Sept. 


BANKRUPTCY APPOINTMENT. 


The Board of Trade have appointed Mr. John Davis Turnet 
to be Official Receiver in Bankruptey for the Bankrup 
Districts of the County Courts holden at Stoke-upon-Trent 
Hanley, Macclesfield, Nantwich and Crewe, Stafford, Shrewsbury, 
and Newtown aa from the 6th August, 1024, in succession to 
late Mr, Frederick Thomas Halcomb. 
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The Ministry of Transport. 
THE LONDON TRAFFIC ACT, 1924. 


The Minister of Transport has made an Order, dated August 26th, 
fixing the ‘“‘ appointed days’’ for bringing into operation the 
London Traffic Act, 1924, which was passed before the rising of 
Parliament for the Recess. 

Monday, September Ist, was fixed as the appointed day 
for bringing into operation s. 1 of the Act, which deals with the 
constitution and appointment of the London Traffic Advisory 
Committee ; and October Ist has been fixed as the appointed 
day for the purposes of the other provisions of the Act. 

The earlier date has been fixed for the operation of s. 1 in order 
to enable the Minister to proceed at once with the making of 
rules of procedure for the constitution of the joint committees 
of local authorities to be appointed for the nomination of repre- 
sentatives of the local authorities on the Advisory Committee. 
Most of the councils of the local authorities concerned will be 
holding their first meetings after the summer recess in October, 
and it is important that at these meetings the appointment of 
the local authority representatives on the Advisory Committee 
should be dealt with in order that the Committee may be able 
to get to work with the least possible delay. 


New Rules. 


County Court, England. 
FEES. 
THE CouNTY CourT FEES ORDER, 1924, DATED 12TH AUGUST, 1924. 

The Lord Chancellor and the Treasury, in pursuance of the 
powers and authorities vested in him and them respectively by 
section 165 of the County Courts Act, 1888, as amended by the 
County Courts Act, 1924, section 2 of the Public Offices Fees 
Act, 1879, and sections 237 and 238 of the Companies (Con- 
solidation) Act, 1908, do hereby, according as the provisions of 
the above-mentioned enactments respectively authorise and 
require him and them, make, concur in, and sanction the following 
Order :— 

1. The fees set out in the Table contained in the First Schedule 
to this Order shall be taken in County Courts in respect of the 
proceedings described in the second column thereof, in accordance 
with and subject to the directions contained therein whether 
prefixed to or included within any Section of the said Table. 

2. If any question arise with regard to the payment of any 
fee, the Registrar may report the matter to the Lord Chancellor 
and obtain his directions thereon. 

3. The fees prescribed by this Order shall be taken in cash. 

4.—(1) This Order may be cited as the County Court Fees 
Order, 1924. 

(2) The orders relating to fees set out in the Second Schedule 
to this Order are hereby annulled to the extent specified in the 
third column of that Schedule, and the Orders relating to fees 
contained in the Rules set out in the Third Schedule to this 
Order are hereby annulled, provided that such annulment shall 
not affect the said Rules except so far as they relate to fees. 

(83) This Order shall come into operation on the Ist day of 
October, 1924. 

Dated the 12th day of August, 1924. 

Haldane, C. 
Frederick Hall 
John Robertson 


SCHEDULE. 








Lords Commissioners of His 
Majesty’s Treasury. 


FIRST 


TABLE OF FEES 
PAYABLE ON ALL PROCEEDINGS IN THE COUNTY COURTS EXCEPT 
PROCEEDINGS UNDER THE BANKRUPTCY AcT, 1914. 


SECTION I. 
FEES PAYABLE ON PROCEEDINGS COMMENCED IN 
A COUNTY COURT BY 
(4) ENTERING OF A PLAINT. 
(b) FILING A PETITION. 
(c) AN APPLICATION UNDER ORDER 50, RULE 35. 

1, The fees prescribed in this Section are payable on all 
Proceedings commenced in a County Court by entering a plaint, 
or by filing a petition or by an application under Order 50, Rule 35, 
Whether brought under the County Courts Acts, 1888 to 1924, 
or under any other Act, excepting only proceedings commenced 
wider the Bankruptey Act, 1914. 

2. The fee payable on entering a plaint includes : 

(a) the entry of the plaint ; 

(6) the examination, allowance and filing of any affidavit 
required to be filed on the entry of the plaint or before the 
issue or service of the summons ; 
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(c) the issue of the summons, whether ordinary, default, or 
special default ; and 

(d) where the bailiff is required to serve the summons, the 
service of the summons by the bailiff, whether in the home or 
a foreign district. But if there be more than one defendant to 
be served by the bailiff, a further fee of 1s. is payable in respect 
of each additional defendant to be served by him: and if the 
summons be amended after delivery thereof to the bailiff for 
service, a further fee of 1s. is payable in respect of each 
defendant on whom the bailiff is required to serve the amended 
summons. 

3. The fee payable on filing a petition includes :— 

(a) the filing of the petition ; 

(6) the examination, allowance and filing of any affidavit 
required to be filed with the petition or before the service 
thereof ; 

(c) the service of the petition and notice of day of hearing 
by the bailiff whether in the home or a foreign district. But 
if there be more than one party to be served by the bailiff, 
a further fee of 1s. is payable in respect of each additional 
party to be served by him; and if the petition be amended 
after delivery thereof to the bailiff for service, a further fee 
of ls. is payable in respect of each party on whom the bailiff 
is required to serve the amended petition. 

4. The fee payable on the trial or hearing of an action or 
matter includes the drawing, entering, sealing, and issue of the 
judgment or order given or made on the trial or hearing of the 
action. 

If before the opening of the case part of the claim be abandoned, 
this fee is to be calculated on the amount claimed after 
abandonment. 

If before the trial or hearing the party against whom the claim 
is made pays part of the claim into Court admitting liability 
for the amount so paid or to the party making the claim, the 
amount so paid is to be deducted from the amount claimed for 
the purpose of calculating this fee. 

5. The fee payable on hearing a petition includes the drawing, 
entering, sealing and issue of the judgment or order given or 
made thereon. 

6. Where a claim, counterclaim, petition or application is 
amended and the fees paid before amendment are less than those 
which would have been payable if the claim, counterclaim, 
petition or application as amended had been made in the first 
instance, the party amending the same shall pay the difference. 

7. Except where it is otherwise provided, the fee payable 
on an application for an order or judgment includes— 

(a) the examination, allowance, and filing of any affidavit 
in support of or in opposition to the application ; and 

(b) the drawing, entering, sealing and issue of the order 
or judgment made thereon; and the service of such order 
or judgment by post. 

8. In this section an order or rule referred to by number 
means the order or rule so numbered in the County Court Rules. 


No. of 
Fee 


Description of Proceeding. Amount of Fee. 


1 On entering a plaint-— 
(i) for the recovery of a sum of money 
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_—————— amass ee 
Description of Proceeding. Amount of Fee. oy Description of Proceeding. Amount of Fee. 
(ii) for some remedy or relief other than the 10 On gus notice of demand for a jury . -» | 108, 
recovery of a sum of money— | he party giving thé notice must also deposit 
(a) ejectment under the County Courts the sum of 88. for the jurors’ fees ; if the 
Act, 1888, section 59 . An amount equal to the weekly jury be countermanded or the jury be 
value of the premises, a | discharged before being sworn, this deposit 
fraction of a shilling being is to be returned. 
reckoned as an entire shilling 
11 | On filing notice of a counterclaim - o = om (if — ae the 
a ia * | ee which woulc payable oy 
“= - —_ pow J Je by 4 entering a plaint for the su 
ae ion “The ae A page Ben of money or other remedy o 
y rr oa Poms nt last paid relief counterclaimed by th 
di - hE. ’ sph nng Nd ne a — the plaint 
~ ent. hall ; : fee paid by the plaintiff, 
os b- ~. eae 7 oe ee 12 On filing notice of a claim for contribution or 
if the weekly value appears sub- = against a co-defendant or a third Se 
sequently to the Court to hare been f Party «2 oe oe . , 
wap the dans ~ = > yl nt 13. On the trial or hearing of an action or matter An amount equal to the fe 
ea by hi ma pe the plaint which would be payable og 
. 3 the fos ‘hich at hes wth gece entering a plaint for th 
aye ae paid remedy or relief claimed by the 
Uf the estimate had been correct. plaintiff 
(5) possession of land or tenements under hear laim The same fi ld be pa: 
the County Oourts Act, 1888, section M | Catheteieler ing of 2 countess on ans tated ar Wont Lp 
138 or section 139: action for the remed: 
(i) if let on a weekly tenancy An amount equal to the weekly counterciaimed after ‘educting 
rent as stated in the ae = therefrom the hearing fe 
a fraction of a Gye FE (No. 13) or the judgment fee 
. p wy -y -y | (No. 16) paid by the plaintig 
il) if let on any other tenancy Ao —— = stoned 15 | On the trial or hearing of a claim for contribu- 
po! ot A. &. uld be tion or indenwity against a co-defendant ora 
in the pracipe ws third party ., pi si rie An amount equal to the fe 
payable for a week, a monthly which would be payable on 
reckoned as a entering a plaint for the 
Ho 4 — and a remedy or relief claimed. 
for 13 weeks, and a fraction 16 | On be ring ne gee F 
. . ofa shilling as an entire shilling iy where the party ae we Fh judgment 
If the rent stated in the pracipe be is to be entered does not appear; or 
ieee Gham Gis vent wOkh wep om fast (iii) in default of notice of defence, where a | 
payable, the pleintiff shall pay the default summons has been issued ; or 
difference between the feo paid by him (iv) in default of affidavit of [acteaen, where 
on entering the plaint and the fee which special default summons has n 
would hace been payable if the rent had foounds 
been stated correctly in the pracipe. (v) in admiralty octions, in default of entry a . ‘ ~~ 
ofa rance or of pleading .. on | amount equal to one-h 
(¢) delivery of goods Fee No. 1 (i) calculated on the 7 - the fee which would be payable 
value of the goods. | On entering a plaint for th 
(@) replevin Fee No. 1 (i) calculated on the | sum of money or other remedy 
value of the goods replevied. | orrelief for which judgmentis 
Por the fees payable before the com- . | be entered. 
mencrment of an action of replecin 17. On entering a fresh order pursuant to Order 23, | 
see fee No. 78. Rule 14— 
(ip. — the amount remaining due under | 
¢) im every othercase .. a .. £2. a * or order ms not 
(ij) for the recovery of a eum of money and exceed £2 “ “ . +o | le 6d 
also for some other remedy orrelief.. Such of the Fees No. 1 (li) (a), (ii) inevery othercase.. a | 2s. 6d. 
®, (e), (4), oF (6), as may be otin i pv nt, 
licable : addi recoverable | 
reto for every for ae except by order of the Court. | 
thereof claimed—6d., but the 18 ~ a - oase a by a party who "| 
thts Gh. toeadage te tt nat to () where the Registrar tried the action .. 24. d. 
' exceed 250. (il) inevery othercase ., | 5s. 
nameioneee 19 Foranewtrial .. Such of the fees Nos. 13, 14, 15 
aitmaiiun daanienanite deuiiees d 16 be applicable, 
an alivrnatice, to some her remedy or This fee is payable by the part = — - 
i; ol 
raw) obtaining the order for the new trial, | 
Os flies 2 petitice— and must be paid before the order for the 
for peytoent of a eum of money The same fee as would be 2 On netett nen drawn up. 
yable on entering # plaint (i) for payment of asum of money .. | The same fee as would be payable 
of the amount claimed. — | on the trial or hearing of a 
eoter the Guardianship of Iufaste Act | action (No. 13). 
Lot 108. (ii) under the Guardianship of intents Act, 
for wiwiimz ups company £1 10s. 1886 . | 108. 
iB every Aber case (iil) for windi ups company | £1 10a, 
‘ - —- (iv) in every oti ing uP 8 oa £2. 
Je 82 spyiration wher Oriet DD), Bale 35 Sa. 
P P 21 On taking an account or making an inquiry 
Jt ah appmcet vm of the extension of time lor pursuant to an order of the J (including 
rvie Uf 2 oelawll of eperial defeult eumuwns 28. 64. the certificate of the result of such account 
or inquiry) P 
Ou ee application tor This fee ts wot payable where the | 
& onter tot eulre uted wervies ; OF account is taken or the inquiry made | \ For every hour or part of ss 
eave Wo prermed anit porous! erviet hat by the Registrar u ender sections Y2 or hour occupied, 10s, 
teen Bete Sa.: and in addition thereto 104 of the “Act of \888 oF section 6 of the 
a farther 5s. where the bailiff Act of 1919. 
at the request of the plaintiff On 4 reference to the Hegistrar to assess 
eweare an affidavit as to the damages . ° ee oe 
attendances made by him; On taking ‘the exasminat jou “of a witness 
provided that the total amount = — the ae ola a | 
A this fee shall nt excoed ebtor) .. j 
the fee yald on the entry of the | 
point. 22 = For auditing the account of a receiver . | For every £10 of the monies 
lor wave we serve owt A r vi 
halen i106. 2 = On sealing an order for the aus of te eed 
proceedings to the High Court ° - | Wa 
(en ee appivation (6 yrtyus of eAjours tle 
ee Se cary aioe lor tie In Admiralty actions, 
a ee mpm aor af teed 2 = Vor & warrant of arrest of @ ship or woods 
1 sumtie: Letune the yuo A the case . ts. td Oneluding the execution thereof) - £2. 
4 4 . 25 Yor an order of release Wa, 
we wrt) Sat seyyard vm GH em mhatspagerry 
SES Gunes Seeee Sacueent bs. 2% | On & bail bond 104, 
Oe ew eypyhration 1 he budayp ty very of feria 27) = (On an eppraisement (Order 9, Wule 47 Vor every & of the appralet 
te Geen A Ce Megjeleet om om later ‘ : value, a. 
ASAD) wyyhumivn ns ;  &. BZ | On om syylicationt or the atleudance of sanoonore , 
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Fees PAYABLE ON PROCEEDINGS UNDER THE WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION ACT, 1906. 
No court fee is payable by the workman in respect of procee*ings under the above- 
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Description of Proceeding. 








Amount of Fee. 





SECTION II. 
Fees PAYABLE ON PROCERDINGS TRANSFERRED TO a CoUNTY COURT. 


29 | On lodging with the Registrar an order of the 
Liverpool Court of Passage for the trial -" an 
action in a County Court se 


On lodging with the Registrar an order of the 
High Court transferring an action, counter- 
claim, or matter from that Court to a County 
Court or directing the trial of an issue in a 
County Court .. ‘ 


On the trial or hearing of any action, counter- 
claim, matter or issue transferred from any 
Court other than a County Court to a County 
Court and on any eae or —_ -” 
ceeding therein ee ° 


SECTION III. 


ationed Act 


3 


33 | Onan apj lication by a party other than a work- 
man— 
(i) for an interlocutory order; or 
(ii) to record a memorandum or rectify the 
register under Rule 50 of the Work- 


3 


33 


wo 
=a 


| 


third party 


(ii) Oa the hearing of such’ claim 


men’s Co:npensation Rules . . 


On an application— 


| 


(i) to remove a record from the register; or 
(ii) to suspend the rights of a workman 
refusing wagaaee toa — examin- 


ation 


+ On an order or award onetn liability without 
directing payment of future compensation .. 
This fee is payable by the employer 


when the order or award is made. 


On an award — 
(i) if for a lump sum 


(ii) if for a weekly payment with or without a 


lump sum in respect of arrears 


This fee is payable by the employer 


when the award is mate. 


On payment into Court— 
(i) for the benefit of 
(a) the — of a deceased work- 


man, or 
(bd) a jonen under legal disability 


(ii) in every other case. . 


This fee is payable by the party 


making the payment into Court. 


For examining a memorandum of agreement 
presented for registration or a precipe for 
payment into Court under Rule 61 or Rul 

(i) Where such agreement is for the pay- 

ment of a lump sum, and on eve ty 


pracipe 


(ii) in every other case 


is fee is payable by the employer 
and includes the sending of notices to 
the parties, the making of enquiries, and 
in the case of a memorandum the record- 


ing, Uf it is 


If the memorandum or preecipe isa 
the fee is 


presented by the employer, 
le on presentation. 
{the memoranduin is 


employer, unteas he dis ae the genuine 
neas of the agreemen 


ila being recorded, 


so For keoping ponconalon ofaship.. 

hen a ship ia in the cuatody of the 
High Bailiff, the reasonable expenses of 
pheeper per day are payable in 


a ahi 
additton to the above fee. 


(T'o be continued). 


THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 

Wumy caLLep vrow TO ADVI8® AS TO LRGACIRS, PLEASE DO NOT 
yororer Tus Cuaims OF THE MippLmarx Hoarrran, 

Warn ws vROsNTLY ut wERD OF Funvs ror rre Humane Worn, 
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resented by a 
workman, the fee is payable within ten 
days of the dispatch of the notice to the 


or objects to its 
being recorded, in which cases the fee ia 
not payrdle unless and until the judge 
directa the memorandum to be recorded, 
or the employer consents in writing to 





(i) On filing a notice by an employer claiming | 
contribution or indemnity against a 


' 





An amount equal to the fee 
which would be payable on 
entering a plaint for the sum 
of money claimed 


£1 


The same fees as are payable in 
respect of similar proceedings 
in an action or matter com- 
menced in a County Court by 
entering a plaint. 


5a. 


~ 


£1 


For every £ awarded, 3d 
Maximum fee £2 10s, 

An amount equal to the weekly 
payment, a fraction of a shill- 
ing being reckoned as an entire 
shilling. 


For every £ so paid into Court 
6d. Maxinwm £5, 

For every £ so paid into Court 
3d. Maximum £2 108, 


For every £ 3d. Minimum fee 
10s, Maximum fee, £2 102, 
108, 


For every day, 10a, 
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A Corporate Trustee ‘t*"s. Family Solicitor 


Ce ee ee en era eae 


ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE 


(Incorporated A.D. 1720) acts as 


EXECUTOR AND TRUSTEE OF WILLS 
or TRUSTEE OF SETTLEMENTS. 


Trust Funds are kept apart from the Corporation’s Funds. 
THE SOLICITOR NOMINATED BY THE TESTATOR iS EMPLOYED. 
For full particulars apply to the Secretary— 


HEAD OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C.3. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: 29-30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C.1. 
































Societies. 


The Law Society. 
PROVINCIAL MEETING. 


The council of The Law Society has provisionally settled the 
course of procedure to be adopted at the Forty-second Provincial 
Meeting of the Society, to be held on Tuesday and Wednesday, 
the 30th September and Ist October, at the Town Hall, Albert- 
square, Manchester, Mr. William Henry Norton, President 
(Manchester) in the chair, as follows :— 

The proceedings will commence with the President's address, 
after which the following papers will be read :— 

Poor Persons Procedure in Scotland: Digby S. Brown 
(Glasgow). 

The Problem of Double Taxation: Dr. E. Leslie Burgin 
(London). 

The Legal Profession and the Rotary Movement: H. D. 
Darbishire, LL.B. (Liverpool). 

Co-partnership Schemes and other 
P. H. Edwards (London). 

Wednesday, Ist October, 10.45 a.m. Company Law Abnuses— 
Suggested Remedies: Denis Hickey (Manchester). 

The Incidence of Income Tax on Trading Companies carrying 
on Business Abroad: W. H. Behrens (London). 

Trade Unions of the Law: H.G. Barclay, M.B.E. (Macclesfield). 

Forensic Etiquette: E. A. Bell (London). 

N.B.—The order of reading the papers may possibly be 
changed. 


Drafting Difficulties : 


THE SOLICITORS ACTS 1888 AND 1919. 


The Master of the Rolls has a Mr. Walter Henry 
Foster to be a member of the Discipline Committee in the place 
of the late Sir Walter Trower. 


The Society of Incorporated Accountants. 
AUTUMNAL CONFERENCE 1924, 


An invitation has ean extended to the Council of the Society 
by the Yorkshire members of the Society to hold the Autumnal 
Conference of Incorporated Accountants in Leeds and Bradford 


on Wednesday the Ist, Thursday the 2nd, Friday the 3rd, and 
Saturday the 4th October, and the following programme has 


been arranged :— 
Wednesday, Ist October. 
7.30 p.m, to 10.30 p.m. 


At Leeds. 

—Reception by the Presidents and 
Committees of the Yorkshire and Bradford District Societies at 
Queen's Hotel, Leeds, by invitation of the Yorkshire District 
Society. Music and danci ing. (Evening dress.) 

Thursday, 2nd October. 

10 am,.—Opening of the Conference at the Municipal Art 
Gallery, Calverley Street, by The Right Hon, The Lord Mayor 
of Leeds (Sir Edwin Airey). Presidentiol address by Mr. George 
Stanhope Pitt, F\S.A.A. Paper by Mr. Hewetson Nelson, 
F.S.A.A,, Past-President, The Society of Lncorporated Accountants 
and Auditors, on “* The Accountant and Public Life.” Discussion. 


Afternoon.-Visit to Templenewsam,. 2 p.m.—Members will 
leave the City Square by special tramears, 3.90 pam.-—Afterroon 
tea, by invitation of the Yorksbire District Society, 4 pam. 


Return from Templenewsam, 

O pam, for 6.90 pam.-—Dinner of Society at Vieteria Hall, 
Town Hall, Leeds, by kind permission of the City Corporation, 
The Right Hon. The Lord Mayor, Sir Kdwin Airey, will be present, 
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Property Tax: Evidence of Arrears 
on Completion of Sales. 


The Law Society's Gazette for August contains the following :— 

The attention of the Council has been directed by members 
of the Society to the question as to whether a purchaser’s solicitor 
on completing a purchase is entitled to assume from the pro- 
duction of the last receipt for Income Tax under Schedule A 
that there are no outstanding arrears due to the Crown at the 
date of the receipt. The members stated that having acted 
for purchasers of property in London on three different occasions 
within the last few years, and having had produced to them 
on the completion of each purchase the last receipt for property 
tax, arrears of property tax had subsequently been claimed from 
their clients, the purchasers, under a threat of distress. 

The Council requested the views of the Board of Inland Revenue 
on the matter and suggested for the protection of the public, 
that if a receipt is given for tax when previously accruing tax 
is still due, the receipt should record the fact of the unpaid 
arrears. 

The following reply from the Board of Inland Revenue has 
been received :— 

Inland Revenue, 
Somerset House, W.C.2, 
30th May, 1924. 

Sir. 

The Board of Inland Revenue have had under consideration 
your letter of the 29th January last with reference to certain 
cases where on a sale of property a receipt for the Income 
Tax Schedule A last payable prior to the purchase in respect 
of the property was produced to the purchaser's solicitor, 
but the purchaser was subsequently called upon to pay a 
previous instalment of tax. 

While normally a receipt for the tax last due would no 
doubt be prima facie evidence that there were no arrears 
owing, it is unavoidable that cases should from time to time 
arise in which the assumption that no tax due on a previous 
date was outstanding. would be incorrect: The Board have 
considered the suggestion made by your Council that, if 
a receipt is given for tax when previously accruing tax is 
still due. the receipt should record the fact of the unpaid arrears, 
but they regret that they could not see their way to adopt it. 
They desire to point out that, apart from serious practical 
difficulties which would stand in the way of any attempt 
to give effect to the proposal. it could not afford a complete 
solution of the difficulty referred to in your letter, as cases 
may occur where, after payment has been made of tax for 
a current period and a receipt given, evidence may arise 
shewing additional liability for a previous period, for which 
a charge would have to be raised. 

I am, Sir, 
Your obedient Servant, 
T. Cope. 

The Secretary, 

The Law Society. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


The third term of the year will commence on the 25th inst. 
On the 25th and 26th the Principal and the Vice-Principal will 
be in their rooms for the purpose of advising students on their 
work. Students who desire to enrol under the Exemption Order 
should not fail to notify the Principal by the 26th inst. Par- 
ticulars of the Order, which permits students to be articled for 
four years only after a year's attendance at lectures and classes, 
may be obtained on application to the Principal. 

The subjects to be taken during the term will be, for Final 
students, (i) Conveyancing and Probate (Mr. Danckwerts); 
(ii) Company Law and Bankruptcy (the Principal); (iii) Carriage 
A Gor and Insurance (Mr. Chorley); onl for Intermediate 
students, (i) Law of Property in Land (the Vice-Principal) ; 
(ti) Obligations and Personal Property (Mr. Landon); (iii) General 
Course (the Vice-Principal and Mr. Villard); and (iv) Trust 
Accounts (Mr. Dicksee). 

There will be revision Clasees in (i) Equity (Mr. Danckwerts), 
en4 in Common Law (the Principal); and a class on Legal 
History (Mr. Landon). 

The Vice-Principal will bold classes in Jurisprudence for 
tudents intending to take the Intermediate Kxamination in 
Laws A the University A London. 
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Copies of the prospectus and time-table may be obtained 
application to the Society’s office. 





The Counci] of The Law Society have approved the 
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Midland Law School for the purposes of s. 2 of the Solicj jshaws), 
Act, 1922, and have confirmed the grant of £500 provision th June, 19: 
voted to that centre in respect of the Session 1924-25. actice on 
The Council have also resolved to make provision for a furtyil. P t aforesai 
grant of £160 to the Bitmingham centre (making £760 in all) vractice on 
respect of the Session 1924-25; the additional sum being voi. p t aforesai 
in respect of developments at the University of Birmingham, WatTer LE 
37, Hammers 
Os _ Han: 
Me hs 0 owing 
Stock Exchange Prices of certain (iawalt 
Trustee Securities. 
Bank Rate 4%. Next London Stock Exchange Settlement, Mr. Sydney 
Thursday, 25th September. ractis ing * P 
ixty-ti Ie 
MIDDLE p vay £8, 
Paice. | = 
17th Sept. | Yi The Home § 
. a : nd normal ti 
7 i unday morni 
English Government Securities. | £6 to 2 a.m 
Consols 234% oe . ee 57% 4 1 ollowed by th 
War Loan 5% 1929-47... . oe | 102 4 18 
War Loan 44% 1925-45 .. ° ee | 974 4 12 
War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1929-42 ..  .. | 100xd 4 0M riwyers 
War Loan 34% lst March 1928 .. oo | & 3 12 Form or E 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90.. ee eo | 903 4 9 
Victory 4% Bonds (available at par for | 
Estate Duty) ee oe ee oo | «688 1 Oe 
Conversion 44%, 1940-44 es oe oe] 98 412 . ° 
Conversion 3}% Loan 1961 (2 fD |) ome) 410 Wind 
Local Loans 3% 1921 or after se -o | 663 (48 
JOIN! 
India 54% 15th January 1932_—.... ee 100? 5 9 L 
India 44% 1050-55..  .. .. «| 864 54M 
India 33% .. ee oe oe «- | 65 5 7 LIQUIDATOR 
India3% .. .. +e 0 we we | «BD reo 
Colonial Securities. a 
British E. Africa 6% 1946-56 .. =... | 111 | 58 RL Apvneniins 
South Africa 4% 1943-63 .. .. «.. | 88% | 410 
Jamaica 44% 1941-71... .. | 98xd/ 417 
New South Wales 44% 1935-45 .. | 95R | 4 
W. Australia 44% 1935-65 .. ee oe 954 414 ; 
S. Australia 34% 1926-36 .. oe ore 4 2 House, Surre 
New Zealand 44% 1944... oe -- | 963 418 a 
New Zealand 4% 1929... oe 96; 4 8 it Gennes 
Canada3%1938 .. .. «. «| 88 | 812 09% : 
Cape of Good Hope 84% 1929-49 .. .. | 80 | 4 7 MBP Marnuay 4c 
C] Crry ConsTRU 
Corporation Stocks. | Allen, 67, Basing 
Ldn. Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at | a 
option of " = 0 Ee | 64 422 
n. y- n. . rl . 
option of M. o oe ee -- | 6 (|42 Resolutic 
Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 at option | ; 
of Corpn. .. ’ oe oo) @ 4 12 
Bristol ate 1925-65 ay ae | 18, 412 anion Ga 
Glasgow 24% 1926-40. ws. | 158 epee On, I 
Live 1 34% on or after 1942 at option | New-Laid Eg) 
of eepe. oa ei “ us os 7 «66.4 
Manchester 3% on or after 1941 .. ol & 4 12 Lincolnshire 
Newcastle 34% irredeemable oo ee 764 | 4 13 Si Betric 
Nottingham 3% irredeemable e i 65 4 12 ay 
Plymouth 8% 1920-60 oe oe oe 70 4 6 Motors (1915 
Middlesex C.C. 34% 1927-47 o« es 82 4 6 Read & Maro) 
. . London Qu, 
English Railway Prior Charges. atin 
Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture .. oe 84 4 15 1B.i, wl 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charge oe 103 417 Atk (Oxfor: 
Gt. Western Rly. 6% Preference .. ‘an 1009 4 18 Ltd 
L. North Eastern Rly.4% Debenture .. | 824 417 sa 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Guaranteed .. 81 418 ASS ltd, 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% lst Preference 80 5 6 mh 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4 ebenture - 82 417 Tavieta ‘Traw! 
L. Mid, & Beot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed... Bi; | 418 pas Co. Ltd. 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Preforence . 80 656 8 wre 
Southern Railway 4% Debenture .. . 824 417 ag 
Southern Hailway 56% Guaranteed - 101 41 & Low Ltd. 
Southern Railway 5% Preference . . oe 00 5 1 Coastraction ¢ 
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Mr. John Wilmot, 


F.S.I., of Birmingham, has issued his award 


Legal News. as arbitrator in the claim brought by Sir Edward Hanmer 

& f against the War Office in respect of the occupation of Bettisfield 

Dissolutions. a one as an artillery camp from early in 1915, when Sir 

HANNIN i: Ww Mu ward was on active service, until June, 1921. Evidence and 

JouN ROWLAND tag er ™~* — cg a arguments were heard by the arbitrator in October last. Sir 


Beadshaws), Solicitors, Lawson-street, Barrow-in-Furness, the 


Mth June, 1924. The said John Rowland Hanning will continue 


| Edward Hanmer claimed under the terms of the agreement for 
| damage to the park and fences, removal of debris, restoration 


ractice on his own account and in his own name at 7, Lawson- | 
eet aforesaid, and the said James Walter Murray will continue | Se ee met vpn Figety ey anger Pai 
d in hi t 9, © warde ,474, an rec a e costs o 
; Livgerses on his own account and in his own name a Lawson Gin genveclings hall be beens by the Wee ates, 


et aforesaid. 


WALTER LESLIE SMITH and CyRIL HOwARD WATSON, Solicitors, At the London Sessions on Tuesday, Herbert Alfred Bould, 
Bt, Hammersmith-road, and 12, Vernon-street, West Kensington, forty-four, a taxicab driver, was found guilty of furious driving 


wald, Hanson & Smith), 8th September, 1924. All debts due and causing bodily 


harm to Ernest William Monsey, a fitter’s 


0 a aae owing by the said late firm will be received and paid by | labourer, employed at the London Fire Brigade Headquarters, 
he said Walter Leslie Smith. (Gazette, 12th September. Southwark Bridge-road, on 9th June. Evidence was given that 
—— Monsey was knocked down by the defendant’s cab while crossing 

General. the road at the junction.of St. George’s-road with Lambeth-road. 

Bould was alleged to be drunk. This, however, he denied, and 

Mr. Sydney Guest Hooper, of Bristol-road, Birmingham, | said the affair was a pure accident. Mr. St. John Morrow 


tising as a solicitor at Dudley, who died on 7th April, aged 
ty-three, left estate of the gross value of £15,250, with net 
sonalty £8,550. 
The Home Secretary gives notice that summer time will cease 
ind normal time will be restored at 3 a.m. (summer time) next 


_ (deputy chairman), in passing sentence of six months’ imprison- 
ment in the second division, said that accidents from careless 
driving were becoming tremendously frequent in London. One 
could not pick up a paper, morning, noon or night, without 
reading of some accident caused by careless driving. 








unday morning, 21st September, when the clock will be put | —____ we 
to 2 am. The hour 2-3 a.m. summer time will thus be 
ollowed by the hour 2-3 a.m. Greenwich time. 








VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all Policy Holders should 
have a detailed valuation of their effects. Property is generally very inadequately 
insured, and in case of loss insurers suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & SONS 


A UNIVERSAL APPEAL. (LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers and 
o LawyERS: For A PosTcARD OR A GUINEA FOR A MODEL _ auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, and will be glad 
ForM oF BEQUEST TO THE HOSPITAL FOR EPILEPSY AND to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, piste, furs, furniture, 
PARALYsIS, MatDA VALE, W. works of art, bric-a-brac aspeciality. [ADVT.] 


———— 








Winding-up Notices. Bankruptcy Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. RECEIVING ORDERS. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. London Gazette.—FRiIDAY, September 12. 


(DITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TO THE | ALLEN, ARTdva G., Rochdale, Py dvertising Manager. | 
4. 


Rochdale. Pet. Sept. 4. Ord. Sep’ 


EQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON O8 BEFORE BaRREIT, ELI, Potton, og cee Contractor. Bedford. | 


THE DATE MENTIONED. Pet. July 25. Ord. Sept. 9 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, September 12. Ord. Sept. 


D. L. ADVERTISING SeRvice Ltp. Oct. 31. H. N. Cunliffe, 


29, Corporation-st., Manchester. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8. 


ODALLS (MATS) LTD. Oct. 24. C. S. Holliday, Pearl | COCHRAN, CHARLES B., Old Bond-st., ee Manager. 


High Court. Pet. July 18. Ord. Sept. 8 


b ¥ G. Stanley Coleman, | COXON, WILLIAM, Golders Green. High Court. Pet. July 10. 
18, Temple- -st., Birmingham. Ord. Sept. >. ee 
radford. 


K€ Co. LTD. Sept. 26. W. E. Fitzhugh, A.S.A.A., | CRYER, JOHN A., Shipley, Machine Tool Maker. 
Chin House, Surrey-st., W.C. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, September 16. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8. 
* OOK STEAM TRAWLING Co. Ltp. Sept. 16. Frederick Pet. Sept. 5. Ord. Sept. 5 


enson, 9, Sandside, Scarborough. ERLICH, ABRAHAM, Devonport, Cap Maker. Plymouth. 


P, Marnian & Co. Ltp. Oct. 11. Everard P. Major, Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Sept. 9. 


47, Temple-row, Birmingham. Fox, ARTHUR H., Orchard-st., W. High Court. Pet. Aug. 6. | 


f Ciry CONSTRU eTION Co. LTD. Oct. 30. James W. Ord. Sept. 8 


Allen, 67, Basinghall st., E.C.2. GIRDLER, WILLIAM R., and GIRDLER, GERTRUDE E. R., 
Doncaster, Confectioners. Sheffield. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. 





Sept 8. 
Ord, Sept. 10. 


Resolutions for Winding-up HANDLEY, ALEXANDER, Bilbrook, nr, Wolverhampton, 
Beerhouse-keeper. Wolverhampton. Pet. Sept. 10. Ord. 


i Sept. 10. 
Voluntarily ° mann. FRANK, pay Port, Merchant. Carmarthen, Pet. 


Aug, 21. Ord. Sept. 


= 2 p 
Tonion Gazette.—-FrivayY, September 12. Wanamon, Fano. ab Draper. Carlisle, Pet, Sept. 10. 


F. Goodrich Co. Ltd. Palladium Autocars Ltd. Ord, Sept. 10, 


Leaver Ltd. Gray Brothers Ltd. HILL, WILLIAM, ——. Builder, Nottingham, Pet, 
New-Laid Eggs(Corn- Bjerknaes Smith & Co, Ltd. Sept. 10. Ord. Sept, : 
Ltd Southsea, 


. John Allday & Son Ltd. Howps, Horace C., AL GREEN, ALBERT E., 3 
fi Mines Ltd. I, D. L, Advertising Service Wholesale Sundrymen, Portsmouth, Pot. Sept. 4. Ord. 
Uncolashire Motor & Ltd. Sept. 4. = 

Traction Co. Ltd, Ellis Brothers & Co, Ltd. Honter, THOMAS, See, Fruiterer, Whitehaven. 
's Bagineering Co. Ltd. Metropolitan and Suburban Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Se 
Tee Cream Co, Ltd. Cinemas Jacksons, Lee, Kent, ae Greenwich, Pet. July 22. 


Ltd. 
Motors (1915) Ltd, Service & Industriés Ltd. Ord, Sept. 9. 
Read & Marootte Ltd, JENNINGS, WILLIAM, Stoke Newington, Builder. High Court. 
a 


Pet. Sept. 0. Ord, Se 
London Quzette,—TUBSD AY, September 16, JOHNSON, Veusuancs © , Lancing, Builder, Brighton. Pet, 
July 4, Ord, Se 

Typewriter Co, Ltd, Motor Inventions Ltd. Sounsen, Prey, “a High Court. Pet. Aug. 7 
4, haw Ltd, Reigate and Redhtit Huild- Ord, Sept, 10. 


Ark (Oxford Street) ing Guild Ltd KeNr, SAMURL, Lewisham, Meat Carrier, Greenwich. Pet. | 


United Construction Co, Aug. 6. Ord. s 
ducta Ltd, Ltd, Lawn, ALFRED J,, 5 ee Carrier, Salford, Pet. Aug. 11. 
Wireless Manufacturers Ord, Sept, 9, 


& White Ltd, Ltd, Lawi-Jones, F., Manchester, Solicitor, Manchester, Pet. | 


& James Ltd. Herbert Draper Ltd. May 23, Ord, Sept, v. 
& Co. Ltd. Kast Kent Contract and | Linpen, M,, Christlanat, High Court, Pet, Aug, 20. Ond, 
Tavita ‘Trawling and Financlal Co, Ltd, Sept. 10, 
Co. Ltd, Gamecock Steam Trawl | Linvoor, Apa, Harrogate, Fancy Goods Dealer, Harrogate, 
ne Steam ing Co, Ltd, Pot, Aug. LL, Ord, Sept, 0 


Gee & Wilber Ltd, Lone, JOMN, Swonsee, Ruteher. Swansea, Pet, Sept, 10, 


Geo,  MeKensle Auto| — Ord, Sept. 1 
& Low Ltd. Cyoles Ltd, MALLINGRR, Dave ©, Newoastle-u Tac 


Construction Co, Ltd. Newoastlo-upon-Tyne, Pet, Aug. 16, Ord, Se 





Briae@s, JEM, Sheffield, Brickl ayer. Sheffield. Pet. Sept. 9. 


BUNDY, GEORGE S., South Benfleet, Bank Clerk. Chelmsford. 


DAVIES, MARGARET, St. ‘Asaph, Flint, Farmer. Bangor. 


ELKIN, HENRY, Waketleld, Earthenware Dealer. Wakefield. 


HALL, JOHN, Preston, Dairyman. Preston. Pet. Sept. 10. 


| Magson, KENNETH, Coventry, - and Motor Dealer, 

| Coventry. Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Sept. 9 

| MOORHOUSE, ERNEST C., Birmingham, Builder. Birmingham, 

| Pet. Sept. 10. Ord. Sept. 10. 

| Morr, WILLIAM F., Ripon. Harrogate. Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. 
9 


| Sept. 9. 
| Mcrrirr, CHARLES J., Peterborough, Furniture Dealer. 
Peterborough. Pet. Sept. 10. Ord. Sept. 10. 
| NewsreaD, WILLIAM, Stanhoe, Norfolk, Farmer 
| Pet. Aug. 27. Ord. Sept. 8. 
| O"MaRan, Mary C. Liverpool Milliner. Liverpoot. Pet. 
| Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 
PARSONS, HERBERT J.. Bradford, - Fabric Merchant. 
Bradford. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 
| PRIESTLY, HERBERT S.. New Brighton. Birkenhead. Pet. 
Aug. 8. Ord. Sept. 9. 
| SHAPLAND, Joan C. C., Bitterne, San, Hosier. 
| Southampton. Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Se; 
| SILVESTER, ALBERT W., Scarborough, ( a Traveller. 
York. Pet. Sept. 6. Ord. Sept. 6. 
| Smrra, JouN, Farnham, Horticultural Expert. Guildford, 
| _ Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 
| SMrra, Henry B., Sheppey, Kent. Rochester. Pet. Aug. 14. 
Ord. Sept. 9. 
| STREETER, GrorGE W., Canterbury, Builder. Canterbury. 
Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8 
| SrvsBins, Eowarp H., Tenbury. + and Farmer, Kidder- 
| minster, Pet. Sept. 1. Ord. ~~. 
| SUMMERS, LANCELOT, 7 ae acht Builder. Reading. 
| Pet. Sept. 6. Ord. Sept. 6. 
Tayton, Joan E., Huddersfeld, Company Secretary. 
Huddersfeld. Pet. Sept. 8. Ord. Sept. 8. 
| Taonyros, THomas C.. Stockton-on-Tees, Salesman. 
| Stockton-on-Tees. Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Sept. 9. 
| TURNSR, ALFRED, and CompaNy, Manchester, Costume 
Manufacturers, Manchester, Pet. Aug. 19. Ord. Sept. 9. 
Vaveaan, ALPrep, Coventry, Architect. Coventry. Pet. 
j Aug. 22. Ord. Sept. 8. ; 
|; WaLLaR, Erast M., Guilford-st.. Actress. High Court. 
| Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Sept. 9. 
Wako, Witt, Blackburn, Boot Maker. Blackburn. 
Pet. Sept. 6. Ord. Sept. 6. 
Warsox, Jawss W., Houghton. le-Spring. . = Pawe- 
broker. Durham. Pet. Sept. 10. Ord. Sept. 
| WILSON, ALEXANDER, Swansea, Boot ang Swansea . 
| Pet. Sept. 8. Ord, Sept. 8. 


Londen Gazette. —TUSSDAY, September 16, 


| CANNON, Witttam R.. Kendal, Boot Maker. Kendal. 
Pet. Sept. 11. Ord. Sept. 22, 

Copp, JAMES S., Milford Havea, Tobacconist, Haverford 
west, Pet. Sept. 10. Ord. Sept. 10. 

CoLUNS, J, (male), Brighton, Builder. Brighton. Pet, 
Aug. 23. Ord. Sept. 12. 

| CONYRRS, ARTauR, Brixton-rd., as Jeweller, High 
Court. Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Sept. 

| Davigs, Davin J., Porthcawl, bame, Canii®. Pet, 

|; Awg. 20. Ord, Sept. 10. 

| Dem Mesa, BERNARD, and De Mesa, Jacos, Jewry-st., 

Shipping and Forwarding Agents. High Court. Pet 

| Sept. 10. Ord. Sept. 10. 

| DRRHAM, ARTHUR C, tae Rasex, Ragineer, Colchester. 
Pet. Sept. 3. Ord. Sept. 3 

Reerester, QRores F., Rridlington, Joiner, Scarborough 
Pet, Sept, 13. Ord Sept. 13. 

RVANS, Hexay J... Darti . tren and Steel 
Stockton-on-Teea, Pet. Ll, Ord, Se Ah. 

PORD, SAMURE Q., Great Mariborough-st, W 1. Migh Court, 
Pet. May 1S. Ord, Sept. 3. 
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) 
GARLAND, JAMES, Clapham. Wandsworth. Pet. Aug. 14. | 


Ord. Sept. 11 
Gross, REUBEN, Edgware-rd., 
Pet. July 19. Ord. Sept. 10. 


Ladies’ Tailor. High Court. 


HAMMOND, LEO, Peterborough, Builder. Peterborough. 
Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12. 

HERD, REGINALD F., Wallington. Croydon. Pet. July 10. 
Ord. Sept. 11. 

HOLDEN, BenJaMIN H., Ashton-under-Lyne, Cotton Yarn 
Salesman. Ashton-under-Lyne. Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. 
Sept. 12. 

Houmes, THomAs, Croydon. Croydon. Pet. Aug. 12. 
Ord. Sept. 11. 

Jackson, Dawson & Co., Great Portland-st., Silk 
Merchants. High Court. Pet. July 31. Ord. Sept. 10. 

KORANSKY, ELIgan H., Southend, Furrier. Chelmsford. 


Pet. Aug. 6. Ord. Sept. 11. 

Leek, Francis, Okehampton. Plymouth. Pet. Aug. 12. 
Ord, Sept. 11. 

MARCHANT, HAROLD E. L., Seomatiioeh.. E.C. High Court. 
Pet. Aug. 9. Ord. Sept. 

NEAL, WILLIAM M., aly Cloth Merchant. Leeds. Pet. 
Sept. 10. Ord. Sept. 10. 

PeeL, Ropert, Eccleston-st., Victoria. High Court. 
Pet. July 23. Ord. Sept. 11. 

Piper, Georce R., Downham Market, Builder. King's 
Lynn. Pet. Sept. 11. Ord. Sept. 11. 

RaMspottom, JoserH C., Blackpool, Motor Dealer. 
Blackpool. Pet. Aug. 26. Ord. Sept. 12 


RICHARDSON, WALTER, Meadowfield, Durham, Commission 
Agent. Durham, Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12. 


Ricues, Davip G., Saltburn, Baker. Middlesbrough. 
Pet. Aug. 22. Ord. Sept. 12. 

SHINER, LESLI£ G., Torquay, Director. Exeter. Pet. July 29, 
Ord. Sept. 9. 

SPivey, NORMAN, Leeds, Travelling Draper. Leeds. Pet. 
Sept. 11. Ord. Sept. 1 

Thomas, Henry, Dowlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Innkeeper. 
Merthyr Tydfil. Pet. Sept. 12. Ord. Sept. 12. 

THORLBY, ALBERT, Lincoln, Boot Repairer. Lincoln. 


Pet. Sept. 9. Ord. Sept. 9. 
TMORNTON, HARRY A., Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer. 
Leicester. Pet. Aug. 25. Ord. Sept. 11. 

THORNTON, THOMAS A., Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer. 
Leicester. Pet. Sept. 11. Ord. Sept. 11. 
Twiss, WILLIAM E., West Hartlepool, Tailor. 

Pet. Aug. 27. Ord. Sept. 11. 
VENTURA, GEORGE M. V., and VENTURA, 


Sunderland. 


KATHLEEN M., 


Sutton, Theatrical Agents. Croydon. Pet. July 3. 
Ord. Sept. 11. 

WALKER, GeorGE W., Harrogate, Woollen Merchant. 
Leeds. Pet. Aug. 9. Ord. Sept. 10. 

WALKER, Lusite W., Maida Vale. High Court. Pet. 
Aug. 2. Ord. Sept. 11. 

WALKINS, Joun, Wakefield, Carting Agent. Wakefield. 
Pet. Sept. 11. Ord. Sept. 11. 


WALuis & Warp, Croydon, Electrical Engineers. Croydon. 
Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Sept. 11. 

WILLiaMs, WILLIAM R., Wilston-st., 
Merchant. High Court. Pet. April 24. 

Woops, Huppert, Norwich, Commercial 
Norwich. Pet. Aug. 23. Ord. Sept. 13. 

WooDWARD, FREDERICK W., Manchester, Motor Repairer. 
Manchester. Pet. Sept. 13. Ord. Sept. 13. 

Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
Lonaon Gazette of August 1, 1924. 
CALDWELL, Jonn B., Wellington, Berks. Reading. Pet, 

March 25. Ord. July 29. 


CONFIDENTIAL INQUIRIES. 
CHARLES H. HOWARD, Private Detective. | 


Steel and Tool 
Ord. Sept. 11. 
Traveller. 








For all classes of Private Inquiries and Investigations. 
Ten years’ reputation for ability and discretion. 


Applications for SPECIAL TERMS invited to— 
80, ST. GEORGE’S SQUARE, LONDON, S.W.1. 


"Phone—VscTORIA 6773. Make @ note of address. 
COM to the PRO-CATHEDRAL of 
the “GREAT SACRIFICE.” | 


} 
The new Church in the heart of old London. 
BRIGHT, CHEERY AND CHEERING. | 
A Visiror says: “A welcome home to service and 
ex-service men, with a message for all the world.” 


21 MAIDEN LANE, COVENTGARDEN, W.C.2 | 





September, 1924. 





NGLISH AND EMPIRE DIGEST, Vols. 1-17, 
India paper, law buckram binding, in excellent 
condition, together with benefit of contract for additional 
volumes at 35s. each, for sale. What offers ?—Reply 
Box W.330, c/o Dawson's, 118, Cannon-street, E.C.4. 


. 





ANTED for Seaside Private Hotel, Director 
with £2,750. Security, First Debenture on assets 
valued at £5,300; Interest 10 per cent., with salaried 
post at £300 p.a. to suitable person.—Write Bex 345, 
c/o The Solicitors’ Journal, 104-7, Fetter-lane, E.C.4. 





RTICLES OFFERED.—Solicitor with good 
41 general practice and a appointments has vacancy 
for Articled Clerk ; seaside town in Dev 
supervision : premium by arrangement. —Rox 456, c/o 
The Solicitors’ Journal, 104-7, Fetter-lane, E.C.4. 








WANTED IMMEDIATELY.—Propositions for 
LOANS on any sound Securities. Debentures, Mort- 
FUNDS AVAILABLE.—MONELLES 


gages, etc. LARGE 
(Est. 1882.) 


LIMITED, 27-28, King William-street, E.C. 


CITY AND COUNTY OF NEWCASTLE- 
UPON-TYNE. 

Applications are invited for the POSITION of an 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR in the Town Clerk's Office, 
Newcastle- ay Tyne, whose primary duty shall be to 
conduct police-court work and who shall also assist in 
the general work of the office. Applicants must have had 
not less than three years’ municipal experience and must 
be at least thirty years of age. Salary £600 per annum. 
The Solicitor appointed will be soquived to join the 
Corporation Superannuation Scheme. 

Applications endorsed “ Assistant Solicitor,” stating 
age and experience and accompanied by copies of three 
testimonials must be a to and reach the under- 
signed by 30th September, 1 

Canvassing will be conaldered a disqualification. 

A. M. OLIVER, Town Clerk. 

Town Clerk’s Office, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

8th September, 1924. 


THE LONDON ASSOCIATION OF 


ACCOUNTANTS. 
(Limited by Guarantee.) 
EXAMINATIONS, DECEMBER, 1924. 
The following are the dates for the next Examinations 
of the above Association 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION : a 
Tuesday and Wednesday, December 2nd and 3rd. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION :— 
Tuesday and Wednesday, December 2nd and 3rd. 
FINAL EXAMINATION :— 








Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday, December 2nd, 
3rd and 4th :— 
‘ Each Examination commences at 10 a.m. on the first 

lay. 

EXAMINATION Caen — 

LONDON CORK BR 
GLASGOW LEEDS PORTSMOUTH 
EDINBURGH SHEFFIELD NORWICH 
NEWCASTLE MANCHESTER NOTTINGHAM 
BIRMINGHAM pth ee HULL 
BELFAST RDIFF BRIGHTON 
DUBLIN PLYMOUT TH 


Persons desiring to present themselves for examination 
must give adiiee & to the Council not later than October Ist, 


| 1924. 


Full particulars and forms of entry may be obtained 
from the Secretary, Temple Chambers, Temple Avenue, 


London, E.C.4. 
By Order of the = 
J. ATHAM, 
Secretary. 





‘IXED INCOMES.— HOMES FURNISHED 
on an equitable system of DEFERRED PA 


| sx esounties.—Write for particulars to 
Tottenham Court-road, London, W.1. 
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THE SOLICITORS’ LAW STATIONERY SOCIETY, LIMITED. 








TEMPORARY SHORTHAND TYPISTS 


LEGAL AND TECHNICAL 
WORK SUPPLIED AT SHORT NOTICE, 


EXPERIENCED IN 





Really efficient help can be ela 
obtained by ringing up the Society : 


HOLBORN 1403. 


Shorthand Department : 
OYEZ HOUSE, 
104-7, FETTER LANE, E.C.4. 

















REPORTER Sept. 20, rg 




















THE SOLICITORS’ Li 
STATIONERY SOCIET), 


LAW PUBLISHERS, BOOKSELLERS, 
AND PRINTERS. 


























































NOW READY. 

A GUIDE TO THE RENT 
MORTGAGE INTEREST RES 
TRICTIONS ACTS, 1920to1 
A complete exposition with the Text of 
Acts (including the Repealed Acts) and 
Rules. Fourth Edition. By W. E. Wuxn. 
son, LL.D. (Lond.), Solicitor. Price 7s. 64 
net, or by post, 8s. 


NOTES ON PERUSING TITLES, 
Incorporating the Law of Property Ad, 
1922 (the visions of which 
been dissected and allocated to 
proper headings in the text, thus sho 
the old and the new law in contr 
including a Scheme for the Study of th 
Actand tory Notes on the Specima 
Abstracts given in the Act. By Lew 
Emmet, Solicitor. Tenth Edition. F 
8vo, 816 pp., Cloth. Price 40s. net; « 
by post, 41s. 

New System of BOOK-KEEPING 
for SOLICITORS. 

An absolutely self-checking system. By 
Lewis E. Emmet, Solicitor. Price 4s, 6d, 
or by post, 5s. 


Handbook givi 

TABLES OF ESTATE, PROBATE, 

STAMP & COMPANIES’ DUTES, 
and Registration Fees in various Offica, 
with Notes as to Forms and Officil 
Requirements. By T. A. Sxaspoo 
Price 5s., or by post, 5s, 5d. 

._ Treatise on the 

CONVERSION of a BUSINESS iat 

a PRIVATE LIMITED COMPAM, 
with annotated Forms of Memorandum ai 


Barriste. 
at-Law. Price 10s., or by post, 10s. 6d 


THE SOLICITORS’ DAY SHEE! 
DIARY for 1924. 
A combination of Diary, Day Sheet al 
Day Book, made up in quarterly pars 
Price for smunie = two quarters 6s. 3d, 
or carriage 8. 3d. 
Specimen sheet on application. 


The whole Statute Law of Comnpaniee a 








Acts are to be found in the 

and vice versa :— 
THE COMPANIES ACTS, 190i. 
Seventh Edition. As above, by Oxzou ¥ 
Inn, Barristers 


, of Lincdin’s 


Law. Price 86, 6d. net, or by post, % 

THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, ! 
As above, by Ozcm W. TusRnas, 
Lincoln’s Inn, Barrister-at-Law. Pit 
3s. 6d, net, or by post, 4s. 




































Sept. 27, 
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